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CLINTON HILL NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL 
26 Shanley Ave. Newark 8 


August 6, 1960 


On August 4, 1960, at a meeting at Central 
Presbyterian Church, the governing assembly of 
the Clinton Hill Neighborhood Council voted to 
oppose a planning staff recommendation that al- 
most all streets now zoned for first residential 
use in Clinton Hill be rezoned to permit conver- 
sion to two-family use if desired. The follow- 
ing statement was issued by council officers to 
summarize the discussion around the motion: 


In view of the slow pace of housing and zoning code enforcement 
and the 24 year delay since the Rooming House ordinance was first 
proposed, we feel that rezoning at this time can only serve to aggra- 
vate Clinton Hill's present overcrowding. 


We oppose this recommendation because it will encourage further 
overcrowding through permissive conversions. Without adequate hous- 
ing and zoning code enforcement, Clinton Hill and other residential 
areas face a growing slum threat. This threat would wipe out decent 
living conditions and destroy the life's saving of residents who have 
purchased their own homes for dwelling use. An important unanswered 
question is whether the city would still expect to collect first- 
residential taxes once the zoning is downgmded. Simple justice would 
require that assessments in areas affected be lowered. 


The rezoning would place added pressure upon schools already 
filled beyond capacity, upon parking space in short supply, upon 
fire-fighting, polce, and other public services. What provision is 
there for expanding these services simultaneously with any change in 
zone? In fact, expansion of these services is already overdue. 


Let the city authorities first enforce the existing law against 
the many violations which their negligence has allowed to develop. 
Until existing lew is enforced, we shall remain unconvinced that so~ 
called safeguards against unreasonable conversions in the rezoning 
recommendation will be more than paper guarantees. This rezoning 
proposal would legalize the city's failure to uphold its own laws 
and in effect would be a gross evasion of responsibility. 


We fail to see how on the one hand the city can claim to serious- 
ly pursue major urban renewal programs while at the same time sanction- 
ing the spread of blight and overcrowding in the neighborhoods. The 
city's main responsibility and obligation now is to use the hard- 
earned rent and tax money of Clinton Hill residents to provide them 
with the housing and zoning code enforcement to which they are enti- 
tled. Then we can talk about rezoning, if it is still needed. 
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